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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE BEFORE 

THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 

 

ZENITH-MART INC., ) 

) 

Opposer, ) 

) 

v. ) Opposition: 91216725 

) 

GODSWILL H. OLETU DBA ZENITHMART, 

 

) 

) 

Applicant. ) 

 

 

MOTION TO RE-OPEN, TO SUSPEND PROCEEDINGS FOR RESUMPTION AFTER 180 

DAYS AND TO DISMISS, INVALIDATE AND CANCEL APPLICANTS TRADEMARK 

REGISTRATION WITHOUT CONTEST, CONSIDERATION OR APPEAL WHATSOEVER. 

 

An Officer for ("Opposer") Zenith-Mart Inc. this 28th Day of April files this motion to re-open, to 

suspend proceedings for resumption after 180 days and to void, invalidate and cancel Applicants 

Trademark Registration with serial number: 86067598 without Contest, Consideration or even an appeal. 

Showing the Board as Follows. 



TO RE-OPEN TIME 

Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 6(b), made applicable to Board proceedings by 37 CFR §  2.116 (a). On 

03/06/2015, An Officer for ("Opposer") Zenith-Mart Inc. for a good cause filed a motion for an extension 

of time of 60 days to meet its financial obligation to be able to retain the services of an Attorney who will 

represent "Opposer" in the Opposition No. 91216725, filed on June 6, 2014 (the “Opposition”) against the 

trademark ZENITHMART which was (“Opposer”) second request for extension of time and should be 

granted the 60 days requested but instead was granted only a 30 days period following other false claims 

made by Applicant “Oletu Godswill Hosea” in his response of 03/12/2015 against "Opposer" Zenith-

Mart, Inc.  

 

Following the Boards order of 03/26/2015, granting ("Opposer") Zenith-Mart, Inc. motion for an 

extension of time till 4/23/2015 to meet its financial obligation to hire a new Attorney or respond that it is 

representing itself for which ("Opposer") should respond on or before the date, Fed. R. Civ. P. 6(b)(1)(B). 

(Excusable neglect) ("Opposer's") Officer Tochukwu Mbiamnozie who is the only one responsible to file 

this motion, being enrolled into an MBA program in International Business at the University of 

Bridgeport Connecticut has been taking his final exams to graduate from the University for which his 

graduation is next month 5/9/2015 and as such need time to focus to write final exams. See- Exhibit 205.  

 

(“Opposer’s”) Officer Tochukwu Mbiamnozie was not able to respond timely because of his final exams 

this month and moreover ("Opposer") Zenith-Mart, Inc. have not being able to meet its financial 

obligation yet within the short allotted time by the Board due to the fact that “Applicant” Godswill Oletu 

Hosea, has willfully and potentially damaged ("Opposers") mark. Caused ("Opposer") huge financial loss 

in cash flow by redirecting ("Opposer's") customers to his affiliate website www.zenithmart.com, his 

Ebay personal page with ID: OGODSWILL, however causing huge confusion, unfair competition and 

potentially damaging ("Opposers") Mark.  

 



15 U.S.C. § 1125(a)(1)(B) Applicant Godswill Hosea Oletu in his trademark application of 09/18/2013 

with serial number: 86067598, made false and misleading statements which have potentially hurt 

("Opposer's") business and cash flow for which 18 U.S.C section 1001 which Applicant Godswill Hosea 

Oletu declared in his application is a penalty upon Applicant punishable by Fine or Imprisonment or Both 

and also jeopardizes the validity of Applicants registration thus “Applicants” registration must be giving 

express cancellation without contest or consideration or any appeal whatsoever. “Applicants” application 

of 09/18/2013 with serial number 86067598 and opposition number 91216725  is Void ab initio. 

ShutEmDown Sports, Inc. v. Carl Dean Lacy, 102 USPQ2d 1036 (TTAB 2012) 

 

TO SUSPEND PROCEEDINGS FOR RESUMPTION AFTER 180 DAYS 

15 U.S.C. § 1125(a)(1)(B) Applicant Godswill Hosea Oletu in his trademark application of 09/18/2013 

with serial number: 86067598, made false and misleading statements which have potentially hurt 

("Opposer's") business and cash flow thus has limited (“Opposer”) from generating revenue from 

business operations to be able to afford or retain the services of an attorney and due to the complexity of 

this case with “Applicant” Godwills Oletu Hosea’s desperate and retaliatory intent to damage 

(‘Opposers”) mark, cause huge damage and financial loss to (“Opposer”), it will be to the best interest of 

(“Opposer”) to hire an attorney as (“Opposer”) cannot represent itself. “Opposer” can bring a civil action 

before a Federal Court against Applicant. 

 

Though (“Opposer”) initiated this Opposition and should be prepared for it, but the wrongful Approval of 

Applicants Mark for registration by the USPTO Examining Attorney “Marcie R. Frum Milone which 

resulted to this Opposition necessitated “Applicants” willfull actions in the marketplace to damage 

(“Opposer”) Mark. Deceiving and redirecting (“Opposer’s) customers to his new launched website 

www.zenithmart.com which at the time of “Applicants” Trademark Application of 09/18/2013 with Serial 

No: 86067598, “Applicants” affiliate website www.zenithmart.com presented by “Applicant” and 

declared under 18 U.S.C Section 1001 was not in existence and used in commerce but Applicant lied and 

http://www.zenithmart.com/
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made false claims. SEE: EXHIBIT X, EXHIBIT X1, EXHIBIT X2, EXHIBIT X3, EXHIBIT X4, 

EXHIBIT X5, EXHIBIT X6, EXHIBIT X7, and EXHIBIT X 8 

 

Applicant’s domain www.zenithmart.com was parked, abandoned and not used consistently in commerce 

as early as 2008 as falsely claimed by “Applicant” to deceive the USPTO, TTAB and Examining 

Attorney to have his Application published for registration. SEE: EXHIBIT X, EXHIBIT X1, EXHIBIT 

X2, EXHIBIT X3, EXHIBIT X4, EXHIBIT X5, EXHIBIT X6, EXHIBIT X7, and EXHIBIT X 8. All 

these exhibits proved that at the time of “Applicant” Godswill Oletu Hosea’s trademark application that 

Applicants website www.zenithmart.com was not used in commerce or has been used in commerce before 

but that “Applicants” domain www.zenithmart.com was parked free and abandoned as early as 2007 

(more than 7 years) (SEE: EXHIBIT X, EXHIBIT X1, EXHIBIT X2, EXHIBIT X3, EXHIBIT X4, 

EXHIBIT X5, EXHIBIT X6, EXHIBIT X6, and EXHIBIT X 8. )  And that at the time of Applicant’s 

application to register said Mark ZENITHMART, that (“Opposer”) has been using said Mark in 

commerce prior to Oletu Godswill Hosea “Applicant”  

 

TO DISMISS, VOID AND CANCEL APPLICANTS TRADEMARK REGISTRATION WITH 

SERIAL NUMBER: 86067598 WITHOUT CONTEST, CONSIDERATION OR APPEAL 

WHATSOEVER. 

 

BACKGROUND:  

Pursuant to § 6.7 Motions to Dismiss Under FRCP 12(b)(6), August 27, 2013, (“Opposer’s” ) Officer 

Tochukwu Mbiamnozie, approached “Applicant” Godswill Hosea Oletu to sell his long abandoned and 

parked free domain www.zenithmart.com and www.zenithmart.net. SEE: EXHIBIT X, EXHIBIT X1, 

EXHIBIT X2, EXHIBIT X3, EXHIBIT X4, EXHIBIT X5, EXHIBIT X6, EXHIBIT X7, and 

EXHIBIT X8. Which “Applicant” confirmed to (“Opposer’s”) Officer Tochukwu Mbiamnozie that he is 

willing to sell the domain names to ‘Opposer” if “Opposer” can make him Godswill Hosea Oletu 

http://www.zenithmart.com/
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“Applicant” an offer, and that because of his busy work schedule cannot commercialize the said domain 

names. At this point and time, “Applicants” domains were not used in commerce at all so “Opposer’s” 

officer offered to buy the two domains www.zenithmart.com and www.zenithmart.net for $500. 

“Applicant” Godswill Hosea Oletu, demanded for more money to sell the domain names to “Opposer” 

Zenith-Mart, Inc. Opposer’s officer then made “Applicant” Godswill Oletu Hosea two offers namely: 

1. Sell both domains www.zenithmart.com and www.zenithmart.net for $1000  

2. Come in as partner for a 20% equity of “Opposers” Zenith-Mart Inc. company  

EXHIBIT X 6, “Applicant” Godswill Hosea Oletu acknowledged that “Opposer” Zenith-Mart, Inc. is 

actively using mark in commerce which he watched “Opposer’s” business videos online and “Applicant” 

agreed to option “2” above (Partnership) but instead of the 20% equity partnership, “Applicant” Stated 

demanded for 50% equity of (“Opposers”) businesses SEE: EXHIBIT X7.  

“Opposer’s” officer Tochukwu Mbiamnozie at the time of this communication with Applicant Godswills 

Oletu Hosea, rejected giving Applicant “Oletu Godswill” 50% of his company. SEE. EXHIBIT X8.  

 

Communication between “Opposers” officer Tochukwu Mbiamnozie and Applicant Godswill Hosea 

Oletu broke down on the 09/18/2013 after “Opposer’s” Officer rejected to giving “Applicant” Godswill 

Oletu 50% equity of “Opposer’s” business and because of that and to willfully retaliate and damage 

“Opposer’s” business and Mark, “Applicant” Godswill Hosea Oletu went the same day 09/18/2013 and 

applied to trademark “Opposer’s” Mark to frustrate “Opposer’s” business operation, cause confusion, 

create deception, and unfair competition and even though he knew and aware that “Opposer” owns the 

Mark by Common Law Right under the Lanham Act, “Applicant” Godswill Hosea Oletu willfully and 

intentionally made false claim and declaration 18 U.S.C Section 1001 to register “Opposer’s” Mark. 

Forging paper works, wasting the Boards time, causing huge damages to “Opposers” business and cash 

flow and redirecting “Opposer’s” customers to his Affiliate sites which he opened in 2014. 

 

In view of this, “Applicants” trademark registration with serial number: 86067598 must be voided, 

http://www.zenithmart.com/
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cancelled and barred from registration as 18 U.S.C Section 1001 for which “Applicant made false 

declaration, invalidates and nullifies his trademark registration and that the board should order 

“Applicant” to account for “Opposer’s” lost sales and Attorney’s fees wasted in the cause of this 

proceeding which “Applicant” has mislead, deceived and misdirected the United States Patent and 

TradeMark Office (USPTO) and TradeMark Trial and Appeal Board (TTAB) 

 

EXHIBIT P and EXHIBIT P1: This shows “Applicant” Godswill Hosea Oletu’s trademark application of 

09/18/2013 with wrong description of goods and services “the bringing together, for the benefit of 

others, of a variety of goods and services, enabling customers to conveniently view and purchase 

those goods and services from an internet web site particularly specializing in the marketing of the 

sale of goods and services of others” SEE EXHIBIT X9. IDENTIFICATION OF SERVICES: 

Trademark Act § 18, 15 U.S.C. § 1068 “the Board has the authority to cancel registrations in whole or in 

part, to restrict the goods or services identified in an application or registration, or to “otherwise restrict or 

rectify...the registration of a registered mark.”  

It will benefit “Opposer” and limit damages caused on “Opposer” so far by “Applicant” Godswill Hosea 

Oletu if the board will give express consideration and adopt this statute: Trademark Act § 18, 15 U.S.C. § 

1068 

 

EXHIBIT P1: Applicants claim of using Mark on domain www.zenithmart.com : FIRST USE 

ANYWHERE: 2008: FIRST USE IN COMMERCE: 2008 is patently false: SEE: EXHIBIT X, 

EXHIBIT X1, EXHIBIT X2, EXHIBIT X3, EXHIBIT X4, EXHIBIT X5, EXHIBIT X6, EXHIBIT 

X7 and EXHIBIT X8. “Applicant” Godswill Oletu Hosea has never used Mark or domain 

www.zenithmart.com anywhere in commerce whatsoever prior to his trademark application of 

09/18/2013 with serial number 86067598 and even after his trademark application, still was not using the 

Mark or domain in commerce till late 2013 and early 2014 when he signed up for Amazon Affiliate site 

under the domain name www.zenithmart.com so “Opposer” Zenith-Mart Inc. has prior right to the 
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consistent use of the Mark ZENITHMART in Commerce and such has created huge brand equity and 

goodwill with the Mark. SEE EXHIBIT 1 to EXHIBIT 92. And also SEE: EXHIBIT Z1 to EXHIBIT 

Z7 

 

EXHIBIT P2. “Applicant” Godswill Hosea Oletu claimed that his DBA Zenithmart is a sole 

proprietorship legally organized under the laws of New Jersey and with Address as follows: 

Suite #2-120 

370 W. Pleasantview Avenue, Hackensack, New Jersey 07601, United States.  

This is also patently false because “Applicant” does not have any trade name certificate or has provided 

any trade name certificate legally registered and signed either with the New Jersey secretary of State or 

Hackensack County Clerk where business is organized identifying “Applicant” Oletu Godswill Hoseas 

as the owner of the Trade Name legally Organized under the Laws of Hackensack, New Jersey as early 

as 2008 or in any manner whatsoever.  

However, “Applicant” Godswill Hosea Oletu started making false claims, identifying the Mark 

ZENITHMART with his personal company OLETU SYSTEMS LLC for which he is also using to 

deceive consumers on EBAY.COM and AMAZON.COM associating OLETU SYSTEMS LLC to the 

Mark ZENITHMART. SEE EXHIBIT O1 and EXHIBIT O2 Certificate of registration of good 

standing for OLETU SYSTEMS LLC. This was registered in the state of DELAWARE: DATE: 

07/24/2014. This certificate of good standing does not have any ZENITHMART on it as an Alternate 

name or trade name and yet “Applicant” Godswill Oletu Hosea is using this on Ebay.com and 

Amazon.com (SEE EXHIBIT G1) to deceive consumers and such cheating the State of New Jersey, the 

County of Hackensack and the IRS of his taxes and such not a responsibly citizen of the United states of 

America.  

EXHIBIT N1, EXHIBIT N2, and EXHIBIT N3, shows that OLETU SYSTEMS LLC is only 

associated with Applicants own network solutions business organized from the website http://oletu.com, 

http://oletu.com/index1.html, http://oletu.com/aboutus.html, http://oletu.com/contact.html 

http://oletu.com/
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EXHIBIT P3: “Applicant made willful false statement punishable by fine or imprisonment or both under 

18 U.S.C. Section 1001. Claiming to be the owner of the Mark ZENITHMART. Making alleged claims of 

using the Mark under the domain name WWW.ZENITHMARTCOM consistently in commerce as early 

as 2008 and that no other corporation is using the Mark or has right to use the mark for which he is 

applying to register. SEE: EXHIBIT X, EXHIBIT X1 to EXHIBIT X8 and EXHIBIT 1 to EXHIBIT 

92 and EXHIBIT Z1 to EXHIBIT Z7. Which proves that “Opposer” Zenith-Mart Inc. is the rightful 

owner of the Mark ZENITHMART and has been using it CONSISTENTLY in commerce as early as 

4/09/2012 prior to “Applicant” Godswill Hosea Oletu’s 09/18/2013 trademark application. All 

“Applicants” claims are patently false. Applicant Godswill Hosea Oletu lacks credibility and Honesty. 

 

EXHIBIT P4 and EXHIBIT P5: Shows “Applicants” specimen at the time of trademark application 

09/18/2015 for which he received an office action of denial to register. SEE EXHIBIT P6, EXHIBIT 

P7, EXHIBIT P8, EXHIBIT P9:  issued on Dec. 30, 2013. “The specimen is not acceptable because it is 

merely a photocopy of the drawing or a picture or rendering of the applied-for mark and does not show 

the applied-for mark in actual use in commerce in the sale or advertising of the services.  Section 45 of 

the Trademark Act requires use “in the sale or advertising of services.”  15 U.S.C. §1127; see 37 C.F.R. 

§2.56(b)(2);TMEP §904.04(a).” 

Applicant was also advised: SEE EXHIBIT P7: If applicant cannot satisfy the above requirements, 

applicant may amend the Section 1(a) filing basis (use in commerce) to Section 1(b) (intent to 

use basis), for which no specimen is required.  However, should applicant amend the basis to 

Section 1(b), registration cannot be granted until applicant later amends the application back to 

use in commerce by filing an acceptable allegation of use with a proper specimen.  15 U.S.C. 

§1051(c); 37 C.F.R. §§2.76, 2.88; TMEP Chapter 1100.But “Applicant” refused to amend his 

http://www.zenithmartcom/


application to “intent to use” because he knows it will conflict and the truth will speak for itself 

that He “Oletu Godswill Hosea wants to trademark “Opposers” Mark. Hence “Applicant” started 

making false declarations and false claims and can have this proceeding keeping going on and on 

till he has wasted all “Opposers” resources in view of retaliating back to “Opposer” for denying 

his 50% equity of “Opposers” business. 

 

EXHIBIT P10, to EXHIBIT P14. Shows applicants response to office action still making false 

claims for which he received the final office action of denial 2/11/2014. SEE EXHIBIT P15 to 

EXHIBIT P17.  

Reasons: This Office action is in response to applicant’s communication filed on January 21, 

2014. 

 In the first Office action, the examining attorney raised the following issue:  

1. Conditional refusal based on the specimen of use being merely a photocopy of the 

drawing or a rendering of the applied-for mark. 

 In his response, applicant provided a substitute specimen of use.  However, applicant failed to 

provide a substitute specimen that showed use of the mark in commerce for the services 

specified in the application.  Therefore, the failure to function refusal is hereby CONTINUED 

and MADE FINAL.  

FINAL REFUSAL: FAILURE TO FUNCTION 



 Registration is refused because the applied-for mark, as used on the specimen of record, does 

not function as a service mark to identify and distinguish applicant’s services from those of 

others and to indicate the source of applicant’s services.  Trademark Act Sections 1, 2, 3 and 45, 

15 U.S.C. §§1051-1053, 1127; see In re Moody’s Investors Serv., Inc., 13 USPQ2d 2043 (TTAB 

1989); In re The Signal Cos., 228 USPQ 956 (TTAB 1986); In re Hughes Aircraft Co., 222 

USPQ 263 (TTAB 1984); TMEP §§904.07(b), 1301.02 et seq. 

 The applied-for mark, as shown on the specimen, does not function as a service mark because 

the substitute specimen of use shows use of the mark for different services than those listed in 

the application.  Specifically, the substitute specimen shows use of the mark in connection with 

retail store services.  However, the services listed in the application are “The bringing together, 

for the benefit of others, of a variety of goods and services, enabling customers to conveniently 

view and purchase those goods and services from an Internet web site particularly specializing in 

the marketing of the sale of goods and services of others.”  This service does not cover retail 

store services, and applicant cannot amend the identification to retail store services.  Therefore, 

the specimen is not acceptable to show use for the services in this application. 

 The specimen of record, along with any other relevant evidence of record, is reviewed to 

determine whether an applied-for mark is being used as a service mark.  In re Volvo Cars of N. 

Am., Inc., 46 USPQ2d 1455, 1458 (TTAB 1998).  Not every word, design, symbol or slogan 

used in the advertising or performance of services functions as a mark, even though it may have 

been adopted with the intent to do so.  See TMEP §1301.02.  A designation cannot be registered 

unless purchasers would be likely to regard it as a source-indicator for the services.  Id.; see In re 

Moody’s Investors Serv. Inc., 13 USPQ2d 2043, 2047-49 (TTAB 1989). 



Because the applied-for mark, as used on the specimen of record, does not function as a service 

mark to identify and distinguish applicant’s services from those of others and to indicate the 

source of applicant’s services, registration is refused under Trademark Act Sections 1, 2, 3 and 

45. 

If applicant cannot satisfy the above requirements, applicant may amend the Section 1(a) filing 

basis (use in commerce) to Section 1(b) (intent to use basis), for which no specimen is required. 

However, should applicant amend the basis to Section 1(b), registration cannot be granted until 

applicant later amends the application back to use in commerce by filing an acceptable allegation 

of use with a proper specimen. 15 U.S.C. §1051(c); 37 C.F.R. §§2.76, 2.88; TMEP Chapter 

1100.  

 

EXHIBIT Y1, EXHIBIT Y2, and EXHIBIT Y3: Communication between “Applicant” 

Godswill Oletu Hosea and Examining Attorney Marcie Frum Milone, which “Applicant” 

deceived the Examining Attorney, The USPTO into believing that he is the owner of the Mark 

ZENITHMART and that his description of goods and services represents the Mark for which he 

is applying to register and that he has been using the Mark in commerce under his domain 

www.zenithmart.com since 2008. This lead to the Examining Attorney approving “Applicants” 

false trademark application for registering leading to this Opposition which “Applicant” started 

abusing, damaging and causing huge financial loss for “Opposer” the rightful owner of the Mark. 

“Applicants” actions are willfully intentional to damage and destroy “Opposers” business 

because “Opposer” rejected to give him 50% equity of his business. SEE: EXHIBIT X4 to 

EXHIBIT X8. 

http://www.zenithmart.com/


 

EXHIBIT G, EXHIBIT G1, EXHIBIT G2, EXHIBIT G3. - Applicant “Godswill Oletu Hosea 

adopted the name “Zenithmart Devices N Fashion Wears” on Amazon.com and Ebay.com 

when he could not open either Amazon.com or Ebay.com account with the trade name 

ZENITHMART because the name has already been taken and belongs to “Opposer” because 

“Opposer” has been using the trade name ZENITHMART as Amazon Retailer and also Ebay 

Retailer long before Applicants trademark application of 09/18/2013 and even before 

“Applicant” launched his Affiliate website under the domain name www.zenithmart.com . SEE 

EXHIBIT E1 and EXHIBIT E2 (“Opposers” Amazon & Ebay retailer account pages with 

name ZENITHMART) 

 

EXHIBIT XH3 and EXHIBIT XH4 – “Applicant” Godswill Oletu Hosea, in his desperate 

attempts to falsely deceive the USPTO and TTAB to illegally claim “Opposers” Mark, started 

falsifying paper works, editing them and adding ZENITHMART to site links, copying and 

pasting ZENITHMART on pages. SEE EXHIBIT D1. 

 

EXHIBIT R, EXHIBIT R1, EXHIBIT R2. – This shows “Opposers” officer Tochukwu 

Mbiamnozie, explaining and analyzing “Applicants” Godswill Hosea Oletu’s Answer on TTAB 

to “Opposers” previous counsel Adam Weiss and Tedd Van Buskirk.  

 

http://www.zenithmart.com/


EXHIBIT V – This shows that “Applicant” Godswill Oletu Hosea, has been deceiving and 

misleading the USPTO and TTAB even to the point of claiming to be Pro-Se (representing 

himself) but was for long getting outside legal help who is taking care of the TTAB proceedings 

for him.  

Accordingly to “Opposers” Zenith-Mart Inc., previous counsel, Adam Weiss, “ The Interlocutory 

Attorney told Godswill Oletu, while he is pro se, it is clear that Oletu Godswill is getting some 

outside help (Oletu did not respond to this comment) (Silence is acceptance). EXHIBIT V. 

explains it all. 

EXHIBIT 200, EXHIBIT 201 and EXHIBIT 202 – Shows “Opposers” precious counsel’s 

cease and desist letter to “Applicant” Godswill Oletu Hosea advising him to retract his steps 

from infringing on “Opposer’s” Mark as his actions constitutes to trademark infringement and 

unfair competition under the Lanham Act, including under 15 U.S.C § 1125 for which Zenith-

Mart, Inc. is entitled to an injunctive relief and an award among others damages (including treble 

damages), attorney’s fees and transfer of the www.zenithmart.com domain name to “Opposer” 

ZenithMart but because of “Applicants” selfish interest and desperate and retaliatory actions 

towards “Opposer” for not giving him 50% equity of “Opposers” company, willfully proceeded 

with his application to make sure he damaged “Opposers” Mark and business and cause huge 

potential financial loss to “Opposer” Zenith-Mart Inc. 

 

EXHIBIT 2A, EXHIBIT 2B and EXHIBIT 2C. – Opposers officer Tochukwu Mbiamnozie, 

contacted Jura C. Zubas and Robert P. Feinland of Wilson Elser Moskowitz Edelman & Dicker 

http://www.zenithmart.com/


LLP (11/06/2015) to advice “Opposer” regarding this trademark proceeding and which Attorney 

Jura C. Zubas after examining the case advised to contact “Applicant” to see the best way to 

resolve this and for “Applicant” to stop abusing and damaging “Opposer’s” mark but 

“Applicant” in his indecent manner responded to “Opposer’s” Motion for extention of time 

making false claims of being harassed by “Opposer” and his counsels.  

 

EXHIBIT 1 to EXHIBIT 92 and EXHIBIT Z1 to EXHIBIT Z7 shows and proves beyond 

every reasonable doubt that “Opposer” Zenith-Mart, Inc. is the rightful and legal owner of the 

Mark ZENITHMART and that “Applicants” application for trademark registration should be 

invalidated and nullified. 

 

In view of all these EXHIBITS and evidences brought before the United States Patent and 

TradeMark Office and the TradeMark Trial and Appeal Board against “Applicant” Oletu 

Godswill Hosea whose willful intent was to intentionally destroy and damage “Opposers” 

business through making false claims and declarations punishable under 18 U.S.C Section 1001 

and his trademark Application of 09/18/2013 with serial number 86067598 invalidated and voided, 

“Opposer” now ask the board, can they because “Applicant” Godswill Oletu Hosea who has willfully 

caused potential damage and huge financial loss in cash flow to “Opposer” to the extent of “Opposer” not 

having the financial capacity to hire and retain an Attorney to represent “Opposer” before the Board or 

before a Federal Court 15 U.S.C. § 1125(a)(1)(B) for which “Opposer” can file a civil action at any time 

against “Applicant” will the board deny Opposer rights to his mark and give “Opposer default judgement 

or will the Board in its power and capacity after having investigated and scrutinized all this exhibits and 



evidences proceed with an uncontestable judgement to nullify and invalidates “Applicants” Godswill 

Oletu Hosea’s trademark application and registration.  

 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

WHEREFORE, Opposer prays that the Board grant its motion to re-open and with its authority 

and power with all the facts provided herein to exercise the statute of § 6.7 Motions to Dismiss 

Under FRCP 12(b)(6), Trademark Act § 18, 15 U.S.C. § 1068 and 18 U.S.C Section 1001 to have 

“Applicants” Godswill Hosea Oletu’s Application with serial number 86067598 and opposition 

number 91216725 rejected, denied registration, Invalidated and cancelled in connection with all the 

services identified therein and that the Mark therein sort for such services be denied and refused 

registration pursuant to 18 U.S.C Section 1001 for which “Applicant” is answerable and default to. 

If however the board in its discretion wishes to proceed with this proceedings which will be a 

waste of the Boards time because “Applicant” Godswill Hosea Oletu will keep making false 

claims, falsifying evidences to desperately claim “Opposer’s” mark, “Opposer” now prays that 

the Board should suspend this proceedings for resumption after 180 days to give “Opposer” enough 

time to raise outside funds to appoint an Attorney or law firm that will represent “Opposer” in this 

proceedings or to initiate a civil action in a Federal Court. 15 U.S.C. § 1125(a)(1)(B). 

 

Dated this 28th Day of April, 2015 

     Respectfully Submitted, 

     Signed /Tochukwu Mbiamnozie/ 

     Tochukwu Mbiamnozie 

     Zenith-Mart Inc 

javascript:alert('Current%20Version%20of%20TFSR%20is%20not%20available.')


     30 Wall Street Fl 8,  

New York, NY 10005 

 

CERTIFICATE OF FILING 

The undersigned hereby certifies that a copy of this MOTION TO RE-OPEN, TO SUSPEND 

PROCEEDINGS FOR RESUMPTION AFTER 180 DAYS AND TO VOID, INVALIDATE AND 

CANCEL APPLICANTS TRADEMARK REGISTRATION WITHOUT CONTEST, 

CONSIDERATION OR APPEAL WHATSOEVER, was filled electronically through the TTAB’s 

ESTTA (Electronic System for Trademark Trials and Appeals) system on April 28, 2015 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

The undersigned hereby certifies that on this 28th day of April, 2015, a true and complete copy of the 

foregoing MOTION TO RE-OPEN, TO SUSPEND PROCEEDINGS FOR RESUMPTION AFTER 180 

DAYS AND TO VOID, INVALIDATE AND CANCEL APPLICANTS TRADEMARK 

REGISTRATION WITHOUT CONTEST, CONSIDERATION OR APPEAL WHATSOEVER was 

served upon “Applicant” by electronic email transmission. 

Email: oletu@oletu.com, ogodswill@yahoo.com, trademark@zenithmart.com 

 

Signed /Tochukwu Mbiamnozie/ 

     Tochukwu Mbiamnozie 

     Zenith-Mart Inc 

     30 Wall Street Fl 8,  

New York, NY 10005 

mailto:trademark@zenithmart.com

























































































































































































































































































































